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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communication filed on October 1 1 , 2005. 

Specification 

1 . The spacing of the lines of the specification is such as to make reading difficult. 
New application papers with lines VA or double spaced on good quality paper are 
required. 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Amendments 
to specification filed on October 1 1 , 2005 needs double spacing. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Capowski et al. (US 6,426,697) in view of Masone et al. (US 6,121,885). 

Regarding claim 1, Capowski discloses a fire alarm system (col. 1 , line 5) 
comprising: a controller communicating with the warning detector, the controller 
further communicating with detectors and notification appliances via a network at 
least one of the fire alarm notification appliances providing notification of the 
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warning alert communicated from the controller (fig. 1 ; col. 3, lines 55-67; col. 4, 
lines 1-5). 

Capowski discloses all the limitations above but fails to explicitly disclose 
a warning detector which detects a warning alert from an external source. 

However, Masone discloses a warning detector (fire smoke detector 12) 

t 

(fig. 1) which detects a warning alert from an external source (fig. 1 ; abstract; 
col. 3, lines 59-67; col. 4, lines 62-67; col. 5, lines 26-33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's external source in 
Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of Capowski with 
Masone's external source in order to alert and evacuate efficiently people in case 
of fire or other natural disaster thereby saving lives in such situations as taught 
by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 

Regarding claim 2, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification in response to detection of a change in alert 
status of the warning alert (LED blinks every time the notification appliance 24 is 
polled) (col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Regarding claims 3-4, Capowski and Masone disclose all the limitations in 
claim 1 and Masone further discloses a government Agency (NOAA) (abstract). 
Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate Masone's NOAA in Capowski. Doing so would 
modify notification appliance of Capowski with Masone's NOAA in order to alert 
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and evacuate efficiently people in case of fire or other natural disaster thereby 
saving lives in such situations as taught by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 
50-51). 

Regarding claims 5-6, Capowski and Masone disclose all the limitations in 
claim 1 and Masone further discloses NOAA weather radio receiver 24 (fig. 1). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's NOAA radio receiver in 
Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of Capowski with 
Masone's NOAA radio receiver in order to receive accurately messages from 
NOAA in case of fire or other natural disaster thereby precluding accident from 
happening taught by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 

Regarding claims 7-8, Capowski and Masone disclose all the limitations in 
claim 1 and Masone further discloses radio receiver 24 equipped to receive the 
warning alert (fig. 1 ). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's NOAA 
radio receiver in Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of 
Capowski with Masone's NOAA radio receiver in order to receive accurately 
messages from NOAA in case of fire or other natural disaster thereby precluding 
accident from happening taught by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 

Regarding claim 9, Capowski discloses one relay contact (contacts 92, 94) 
(fig. 7). 
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Regarding claim 10, Capowski discloses the interface comprising a serial 
interface (fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , the examiner takes the official notice that "the 
warning detector receiving warning alerts via at least one of: Internet, telephone, 
and cellular phone" is well known in the art. 

Regarding claim 12, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification of the detected warning alert by transmitting a 
voice message (col. 3, line 65). 

Regarding claim 13, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification of the detected warning alert by transmitting a 
predefined audio pattern (audible alarm) (col. 3, lines 63-64). 

Regarding claim 14, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification of the detected warning alert by transmitting a 
predefined flash pattern (Led blinks) (col. 4, lines 4-5). 

Regarding claim 15, Capowski discloses the notification appliance 
providing different notifications for different warning alerts (fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 16, Capowski a delay module which provides a delay 
before transmission of the notification warning (fig. 7; col. 8, lines 47-66; col. 10, 
lines 16-40; col. 11, lines 12-17). 

Regarding claim 17, Capowski discloses a verification module which 
allows confirmation of the validity of the warning alert before transmission of the 
notification (col. 10, lines 16-64; col. 11, lines 12-17). 
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Regarding claim 18, the examiner takes the official notice that "a battery 
backup system" is well known in the art. 

Regarding claim 19, Capowski discloses a visual annunciator comprising 
plural visual indicators used to indicate a current alert level (fig. 1 ; col. 3, lines 55- 
67). 

Regarding claim 20, Capowski discloses visual indicators being light 
emitting diodes (col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Regarding claim 21 , Capowski discloses the visual indicators being color- 
coded (LED) (col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Regarding claim 22, Capowski discloses the visual annunciator being 
incorporated into a fire alarm control panel (fig. 1 ). 

Regarding claim 23, Capowski discloses the visual annunciator being a 
stand-alone device in communication with the warning detector (fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 24, Capowski discloses the visual annunciator being 
incorporated into the fire alarm notification appliance (fig. 1 ). 

Regarding claim 25, Capowski discloses a fire alarm system (col. 1, line 5) 
comprising: communicating the warning alert to a controller, the controller also 
communicating with detectors and notification appliances via a network; (fig. 1 ; 
abstract; col. 3, lines 54-67; col. 4, lines 1-5); providing, at the at least one fire 
alarm notification appliance, notification of the warning alert (fig. 1 ; abstract; col. 
3, lines 55-67; col. 4, lines 1-5). 
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Capowski discloses all the limitations above but fails to explicitly disclose 
detecting a warning alert from an external source. 

However, Masone discloses detecting a warning alert from an external 
source (fig. 1; col. 4, lines 62-67; col. 5, lines 26-33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's external source in 
Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of Capowski with 
Masone's external source in order to alert and evacuate efficiently people in case 
of fire or other natural disaster thereby saving lives in such situations as taught 
by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 

Regarding claim 26, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification in response to detection of a change in alert 
status of the warning alert (LED blinks every time the notification appliance 24 is 
polled) (col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Regarding claims 27-28, Regarding claims 3-4, Capowski and Masone 
disclose all the limitations in claim 1 and Masone further discloses a government 
Agency (NOAA) (abstract). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's NOAA 
in Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of Capowski with 
Masone's NOAA in order to alert and evacuate efficiently people in case of fire or 
other natural disaster thereby saving lives in such situations as taught by 
Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 
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Regarding claims 29-30, Capowski and Masone disclose all the limitations 
in claim 1 and Masone further discloses NOAA weather radio receiver 24 (fig. 1 ). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's NOAA radio receiver in 
Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of Capowski with 
Masone's NOAA radio receiver in order to receive accurately messages from 
NOAA in case of fire or other natural disaster thereby precluding accident from 
happening taught by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 

Regarding claim 31-32, Capowski and Masone disclose all the limitations 
in claim 1 and Masone further discloses radio receiver 24 equipped to receive the 
warning alert (fig. 1). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's NOAA 
radio receiver in Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of 
Capowski with Masone's NOAA radio receiver in order to receive accurately 
messages from NOAA in case of fire or other natural disaster thereby precluding 
accident from happening taught by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 

Regarding claim 33, Capowski discloses one relay contact (contacts 92, 
94) (fig. 7). 

Regarding claim 34, Capowski discloses the interface comprising a serial 
interface (fig. 1). 
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Regarding claim 35, the examiner takes the official notice that "the 
warning detector receiving warning alerts via at least one of: Internet, telephone, 
and cellular phone" is well known in the art. 

Regarding claim 36, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification of the detected warning alert by transmitting a 
voice message (col. 3, line 65). 

Regarding claim 37, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification of the detected warning alert by transmitting a 
predefined audio pattern (audible alarm) (col. 3, lines 63-64). 

Regarding claim 38, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification of the detected warning alert by transmitting a 
predefined flash pattern (Led blinks) (col. 4, lines 4-5). 

Regarding claim 39, Capowski discloses the notification appliance 
providing different notifications for different warning alerts (fig. 2). 

Regarding claim 40, Capowski a delay module which provides a delay 
before transmission of the notification warning (fig. 7; col. 8, lines 47-66; col. 10, 
lines 16-40; col. 11, lines 12-17). 

Regarding claim 41 , Capowski discloses a verification module which 
allows confirmation of the validity of the warning alert before transmission of the 
notification (col. 10, lines 16-64; col. 11, lines 12-17). 
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Regarding claim 42, Capowski discloses a visual annunciator comprising 
plural visual indicators used to indicate a current alert level (fig. 1 ; col. 3, lines 55- 
67). 

Regarding claim 43, Capowski discloses visual indicators being light 
emitting diodes (col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Regarding claim 44, Capowski discloses the visual indicators being color- 
coded (LED) (col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Regarding claim 45, Capowski discloses the visual annunciator being 
incorporated into a fire alarm control panel (fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 46, Capowski discloses the visual annunciator being a 
stand-alone device in communication with the warning detector (fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 47, Capowski discloses the visual annunciator being 
incorporated into the fire alarm notification appliance (fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 48, Capowski discloses a fire alarm system (col. 1 , line 5) 
comprising: notification means for providing, notification of the warning alert in 
response to detection of the warning alert (fig. 1 ; abstract; col. 3, lines 55-67; col. 
4, lines 1-5); and controller means receiving the warning alert from the warning 
detection means and further communicating the warning alert to the notification 
means via a network (fig. 1 ; abstract; col. 3, lines 55-67; col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Capowski discloses all the limitations above but fails to explicitly disclose 
warning detection means for detecting a warning alert from an external source. 
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However, Masone discloses warning detection means for detecting a 
warning alert from an external source (fig. 1 ; col. 4, lines 62-67; col. 5, lines 26- 
33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's external source in 
Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of Capowski with 
Masone's external source in order to alert and evacuate efficiently people in case 
of fire or other natural disaster thereby saving lives in such situations as taught 
by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 

Regarding claim 49, Capowski discloses the fire alarm notification 
appliance providing notification in response to detection of a change in alert 
status of the warning alert (LED blinks every time the notification appliance 24 is 
polled) (col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Regarding claim 50, Capowski discloses a fire alarm system (col. 1, line 
5) comprising: a system controller 14 (fig. 1); a plurality of fire alarm notification 
appliances in communication with the system controller (fig. 1); a warning 
detector 12 in communication with the system controller 14 (fig. 1); a visual 
annunciator comprising plural color-coded indicator (fig. 1; col. 3, line 67), the 
visual annunciator being in communication with the warning detector and 
indicating a current alert level in response to a detected change in alert status 
(LED blinks every time) (col. 4, lines 1-5). 
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Capowski discloses all the limitations above but fails to explicitly disclose 
warning detector detecting a warning alert from an external source. 

However, Masone discloses warning detector detecting a warning alert 
from an external source (fig. 1 ; col. 4, lines 62-67; col. 5, lines 26-33). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Masone's external source in 
Capowski. Doing so would modify notification appliance of Capowski with 
Masone's external source in order to alert and evacuate efficiently people in case 
of fire or other natural disaster thereby saving lives in such situations as taught 
by Masone (col. 1, lines 24-27 and lines 50-51). 

Regarding claim 51, Capowski discloses the color-coded indicators being 
light emitting diodes (fig. 1 ; col. 3, line 67). 

Regarding claim 52, Capowski discloses the visual annunciator being 
incorporated into any of: the system controller and at least one of the fire alarm 
notification appliances (fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 53, Capowski discloses the visual annunciator being a 
stand alone device in communication with the warning detector (fig. 1). 



3. Claims 54-55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Capowski et al. (US 6,426,697) in view of Sweatt (US 6,696,942). 

Regarding claims 54-55, Capowski discloses a fire alarm system (col. 1, 
line 5): a fire alarm notification appliance (fig. 1 ); the fire alarm notification 
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appliance providing notification of the warning alert in response to detection of 
the warning alert (abstract; fig. 1 ; col. 3, lines 54-67; col. 4, lines 1-5). 

Capowski discloses all the limitations above but fails to explicitly disclose 
a warning detector which detects a security/terrorist warning alert from a source 
external to the fire system. 

Sweatt discloses a warning detector which detects a security/terrorist 
warning alert from a source external to the fire system (col. 1 , lines 19-31). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Sweatt in 
Capowski. Doing so would provide a coordinated response to a terrorist threat, 
thereby taking accurate precautions to avoid or minimize the expected harm for 
the safety purposes as taught by Sweatt (col. 1 , lines 1 1-31 ). 



Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-55 have been considered but are 

moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

According to Applicant's arguments on page 10 of 12 "neither Masone nor 
Capowski, alone or in combination, teach or suggest a warning detector that 
detects a warning alert from an external source and that reports that warning to a 
control panel which, in turn, transmits the warning to selected notification 
appliances on a fire alarm system network". The examiner respectfully disagrees 
with the Applicant because Capowski discloses warning detectors that detects 
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alarm condition and transmit the warning to notification appliances via network 
(fig. 1 ; abstract; col. 3, lines 55-67) and Masone discloses a combination of 
smoke detector and severe weather warning from NOAA which is an external 
source (abstract). 

According to Applicant's argument on page 11 of 12 "Capowski teaches 
multiple networked annunciators but says nothing about a single annunciator 
having plural visual indicators to indicate a current alert level". The examiner 
strongly disagrees with the Applicant because Capowski discloses each 
notification appliance control audible and visual alarm (col. 2, lines 24-27). 

For at least the above reason, the rejection of claims 1-55 is sustained. 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Gropper (US 5,444,433) discloses a modular emergency or weather alert 

interface system. 

Tarlton et al. (US 6,462,665) discloses a method and apparatus for sending a 
weather condition alert. 

Lauterbach et al. (US 5,278,539) discloses alerting and warning system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Previl whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2971 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. The examiner can 
also be reached on alternate Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeffrey Hofsass can be reached on (571) 272-2981 . The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 273 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Daniel Previl 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2636 

DP 

December 1 , 2005. 



